
Before the  Boa.rd o f  Zoning Adjustment ,  D. C.  

Appl ica . t ion  N o .  11766 of  H e s s i c k  Invstment  Corpora. t ion f o r  
area.  va.ria.nces from the l o t  a.rea. a.nd wid th  requirements  o f  
S e c t i o n s  3301.1 of t h e  Zoning Regula , t ions,  t o  pe rmi t  t h e  
cons t ruc t ion  of t w o  semi-detached dwe l l ings ,  as provided  by 
S e c t i o n  8207.11 of  the r e g u l a t i o n s  i n  the  R-2 Zone, a . t  the  
premises 5366 and 5368 Hayes S t r e e t ,  N .  E . ,  known a s  L o t s  2 8 ,  
2 9  i n  Square 5208. 

HEARING DATE: November 20, 1974 
DECISION DATE: Ja.nua.ry 2 1 ,  1975 

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. I n  o r d e r  t o  c o n s t r u c t  t h e  proposed semi-detached dwe l l ings ,  
t h e  a .ppl ica .nt  r e q u i r e s  a. va.ria.nce of 665 squa.re f e e t  from t h e  
l o t  a.rea requi rement  a . t  5368 Ha.yes S t r e e t ,  N .  E. 

2 .  B o t h  of  the  proposed dwe l l ings  require  a 5 '  va.ria.nce 
f r o m  the l o t  wid th  requi rement  o f  the  R-2 zone. 

3 .  Ba.sed upon the  p l a n  submi t ted  w i t h  t h i s  a .ppl ica . t ion,  
the  Board f i n d s  t h a t  t h e  proposed dwe l l ings ,  would n o t  be 
b u i l t  uniformly i n  l i n e  w i t h  dwe l l ings  now e x i s t i n g  a . t  5357 
a,nd 5355 Ha.yes S t r e e t ,  N .  E . ,  t he reby ,  c r ea . t i ng  a. s i t u a . t i o n  
where a. sidewa.lk could  n o t ,  i n  the f u t u r e ,  be pla.ced uniformly 
i n  f r o n t  o f  t h e  properties which are 1oca.ted a.long t h e  same 
s i d e  of  t h e  s t ree t  a s  t h e  s u b j e c t  property. 

4.  Oppos i t ion  w a s  r e g i s t e r e d  t o  t h i s  a p p l i c a t i o n  i n  
the form o f  a l e t te r  of  r eco rd .  

5.  The a p p l i c a n t  a s s e r t e d  a h a r d s h i p  f o r  t h e  r eques t ed  
va.ria.nces,  s t a . t i n g ,  t ha . t  it i s  feasible for  development t o  
b u i l d  t w o  ( 2 )  houses  i n s t e a d  o f  one (1) house a.nd tha . t  i s  t h e  
rea.son t he  s u b j e c t  p r o p e r t y  ha,s been vacan t  f o r  many y e a r s .  

6. The a .ppl ica .nt  a . l s o  s t a . t e d  a.s a. b a . s i s  f o r  the  r e l i e f  
r eques t ed  h e r e i n ,  the  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  lo t s  a x e  i r regu1a . r  i n  shape.  



Appl i ca . t i on  N o .  11766 
Pa.ge 2 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND O P I N I O N :  

Ba.sed upon the f i n d i n g s  o f  f a . c t  a.nd the r e c o r d ,  t h e  Boa.rd 
i s  of the o p i n i o n ,  t ha . t  proposed p l a n s  fo r  t h e  t w o  s i n g l e  
fa.mily d w e l l i n g s  would c r e a . t e  am o b j e c t i o n a . b l e  c o n d i t i o n  t o  
n e i g h b o r i n g  p r o p e r t y  because  it would r e n d e r  it impossible t o  
1a.y a. sidewa.lk uni forma. l ly  down Ha.yes S t r e e t ,  N .  E .  i n  the 
block w h e r e  the d w e l l i n g s  a . re  proposed. Although,  the  l o t s  
invo lved  h e r e i n  have  a n  i r r egu1a . r  sha.pe, the q u e s t i o n  before 
the Boa.rd i s  the  area.  of t h e  l o t s  which i s  substa.nda.rd. 

T h e  Boa.rd conc ludes  t h a . t  the  g r a n t i n g  o f  t h e s e  va.r ia .nces ,  
which i n d i c a . t e  t h a t  the  s u b j e c t  p r o p e r t y  does  n o t  c o m e  w i t h i n  
p r o v i d i n g  80% of t h e  r e q u i r e d  l o t  a.rea. i n  the R-2 Zone, would 
s u b s t a , n t i a . l l y  impair the  mea.ning and i n t e n t  of t he  Zoning 
R e g u k t i o n s .  

ORDERED : 

That t h e  above a .ppl ica . t ion  be DENIED. 

VOTE : - 
5-0 

BY ORDER OF THE D. C. BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 

,/’ 

ATTESTED By: I JL2y< L 4 i c:’ 7k 24;- 
$’ JAMES E. MILLER 
S e c r e t a r y  t o  t h e  Boa.rd 

FINAL DATE OF ORDER: M A Y  1 5  1975 


